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Queſtions, haue beene wanting both 
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The nomber « — 4 —— were ma- * 

ny you onelv haue touched 15 of thẽ, IJ 
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written in the queſtions of the ig- 


noraficminiſteric, and the er N 
with them. By Io un PIM 


Here bee two thinges (M. b. * 
Some) wherein you by oppug- > hs 
ning that trueth which our of i. 
the worde of God Thad ſette ** 
downe, concerning the two fotmer oy 0 3s 


vnto your ſelfe and to the caule; the 
defence vhereof you vndertooł The 
former want of che 3. appeareth by 
your ſpare dealing in a matter of ire? 
great waight;wherein you haue d 
with ſo illiberall a hande , that 


hath bin written 1 4155 2 
to proceed rathet | = 


a man whoſe etch i 
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*Y tisfied the doutful cõſcience of thoſe 
8 that know not in theſe points which 
= - way to turn them, as long as any one 
of my reaſons remained vnanſwered. 
In this point there is alſo another 
want, which I would had bin redreſ. 
ſed, And that is of two ſorts. Firſt, a 
manifeſt Fang from the controuer- 
ſic; For the queſtion being, whether 
ignorant men, not ordained of God 
fox the gatheringe together of the 
Ne 
that, and prooue the Sacraments 
miniſtred by them , viz. by popiſhe 
prieſts, and our dumbe miniſters in 
the daies of blindnes and i 
219 to be ſacr which is no part of 
21% the matter in controuerſie, but ano- 
1 ther point to be diſcuſſed (if men will 
Ft be gotten at all to enter thereynto) 
BIS when the former is determined. 
"it Secondly, your reaſons are ſo few, & 
o commonly know en vnto all, 
for their nomber,2 ſmall deale of pa- 
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a3} haue not, yet had you not ſa- « 


* 


N 


ynto knowledge, bur 
of the cauſe, to 2 —— 
anſwering them. As being things ſo 
commonly obiected by all, learned 
or vnlearued, that — 
to be miniſters, and thinke it lau full 
to cõmunicate with them, as by courſ 
of ſpech they fal vnto that diſcourſe, 
wher al men may eaſily ſee, that there 
was a great ouerſight committed by 
M. S OM E, in deeming that the op- 
5 of a cauſe countenanced by 
the godly learned, would be 
— in hand by any, who could not 
anſwere the reaſons which he might 
be ſure would be obiected by al. And 
who could be n the odi · 
ous controue 
fanation of bapriſme,borh xy 7 Ara" popich 
prieſts & our dumb miniſters, would 
offer it ſelfe in the forefront to wich- 
ſtand the trueth? that the ciuill ma- 
je, the miniſterie of the dumbe 
the corrupt outward calling 
At =o woulde require an an- 
ie 3 ſwere, 
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PET! not, yet had you not {a- « 
tis lied the dourfi cõſcience of thoſe 
that know not in theſe points which 
way to turn them, as long as any one 
of! my reaſons remained vnanſwered, 
In Thie point there is alſo adother 
want, which I would had bin redreſ. 
ſed, And that is of two ſorts. Firſt, a 
manifeſt going from the controuer- 
ſie; For equeſtion being, whether 
n, not d of God 
| BE the ee together of the 
_— NEON 5 no; you __ 
that, and prooue N 
| Wander by them , viz. by popilhe 
prieſts, and tir be miniſters in 
the daies of blindnes and ignorance 
to be ſacraments, which is no part of 
the matterin fie, but ano- 
ther point to be di ed (if men will 
be gotten at all to enter thereynto) 
when the formet is determined and 


© them, for creme, they coulde 
not put a man that had accordinge, 
vnto knowledge, bur once allowed 
ol the cauſe, dons 4 6's n 
anſwering them. As 1 things ſo 


commonly T. 4 

or vnlearued, that holde our — — 
to be miniſters, and thinke it lau full 
to comunicate with them, as by courſ 
of ſpech they fal vnto that diſcourſe, 
wher al men may eaſily ſee, that there 
was a great ouerſight committed by 
M. s OM E, in deeming that the op- 
pugning of a cauſe countenanced by 
moſt of the godly learned, would be 
taken in hand 1975 any, who could not 


* anſwere the realous which he might 


be ſure would be obiected by al. And 
who could bei 1 the Lo 
ous controuerſie, cõcernin 
fanation of ba — 8 — 
prieſts & our dumb miniſters, would 
offer it ſelfe in the forefront to with - 
ſtand the trueth ? that the ciuill ma- 
ant miniſterie of the dumbe 
3 outward calling, 
| woulde require an an- 
| 8 7 3 ſwer ©, 


- outwardelement, ther muſt 
ly be a Sacrament; that I take an euill 


4 
ſwyere which are the reaſons, and the 
onely reaſons vſed by you. 

The laſt want I finde in you, is con- 
tained in the inſufficiency of your re- 
ſons,which enidently ſhew the inſut- 
ficiencje of the cocluſion, that would 
be interred by them, Your reſons are 
all of them faultie, eyther becauſe 
they deſire that for granted which is 
the queſtion, or make thoſe things of 
like nature,wherin there is a gret diſ- 
ſimilitude. Fro the firſt of the 2. falts 
it commeth to paſſe, that you tale 
tor granted, that the writings of re- 
uerende and men, as of Augu- 
ſtine, M. Beza, & c. will prooue that, 

which the wordofthe eternall God 
doth not wartant. Hence you take 
it graunted, that ſts were 

miniſters: chat the outwarde appto- 
of the Churche maketh a mi- 
; that whenſocuer the word of 
;nftiracicn is pronounced with the 
ent- 


miniſter for no miniſter ; that there 


rng bothof Caipha is mi 
ery, 


? } Fs. EE 
r e Lands. 6 s 


| F 5 | 
niſterie, becauſe he came in by btibe- 
rye, and ot the litigious miniſters in 
the Church of Philippi, &c. Howſoe- 
uer you take thoſe things as granted 
principles, yet they are the points in 
controuerſie, and ſo fat from beeing 
yelded vato by me, that I haue ſhew- 
ed euer / one of them to be manifeſt- 
ly falſe. 

The diſsimilitude is in the reaſons 
drawn from the Leuitical prieſthood, 
and the ciui magiſtracie, with whom 
if you compare the miniſtery of the 
new cournaunt, you ſhall finde, firſte 


that you bring in a ſimilitude to ſneë 


that whiche is not prooued; and ſe- 
condly that you make thoſe to bee 
twinnes , which all men muſt needes 
grauntto be as vnlike, as crooked & 
ſtraight lines are ynmatchable. 

And thus much I thought needfull 
generally to ſet downe concerninge 
your manner of dealing: Not that I 
wold any way diſgrace,you who Ire-. 
uerence, for that is no part of _—_ 
intent, the Lorde is my witnes.Nay, 
would be loth to let that _ e- 

bil! ape 


1. Phil. . 


15. 


ht give you or any 
— teaſ warm — the world, to 
thinke that I carrye any other heart 
towards you, then I ought to beare 
towards a reuerend learned man fea- 
ring God. And how ſoeuer, vnles you 
alter your iud t, I can neuer agre 
with you in theſe pointes; becauſe I 
am adured you — fro the truth: 
yet this diſagreement ſhalbe ſo farre 
trom making a breach of that bonde 
ol loue, wherewith in the Lord I am 
tyed vnto you, that I doubt not, but 
we ſhalbe at one in that day, when al 
of vs ſhall be at vnitie in him that re- 
— one and the ſelfe-ſame for 


"Now! am to come to yourbooke, 
from the 20. whereof, vnto the 


—— the rea- 


ſons you vſe againſt mee, to prooue 
the lawfulnes of communicatinge 
with dum n you handle two 


neadles points, Firſt that which 


wer bapcze — ens ing 


he lane Secondly har they we 


9 


L 
* 


the ſacramentes of baptiſine and the 


that by ſeeking to ſtay t 
anced! 


holy ſupper of the Lorde , which are 
delivered in the Church of England 
by vnpreching miniſters. In theſe two 
pointes M. Same, you haue prooued 
nothing that my writin aue de- 
nied; but you haue quickened a dead 
controuerſie, not ynlikely to giue the 
wrangling ſpirits of this age, cauſe to 
breed greater ſturres in the Church. 
I ſee no other eſſect, vhich the hand 
ling of theſe queſtions can bringe 
foorth but this, And ĩt ĩs to be feared 
that the ſlendernes of the reaſons v- 
ſed in your booke, to prooue that 
which you haue vndertaken to ſhew; * 
will geeue occaſion ! vnto mannie, 
whoe of them- ſelues are too too rea- 
die to iangle, to doubt of that whet- 
of before they made no queſtion. So 
courſe of 

ul CD you _ both 
giuen it a lat and opened 
the doore * queſtion very fruit- 
leſſe in our time. you know I deale in 
neither of theſe pointes . If you can- 


not be ſtayed from entring into con- 


tro- 
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that the church 


in hand: it were good 


, were further and more ſoundly ſatiſ- 
ſied by you in theſe 2. pointes,which 
Fon alone in our Churche haue pub- 


ly called in queſtion. And for mine 


one parte, when you haue done, I 


know. not v ho will be your aduerſa- 


rie, I ſee no reaſon hie I ſhould deal 


Ok 


in controuerſies of ſo ſmal 


this I am aſſuted, that neyther po- 
piſh prieſts, nor any other ignoraunt 


es are miniſters.whether the ele- 
ment adminiſtred by the, be a ſacra. 


ment or no, look you to that, which 


haue in your treatiſe debated thar, 


which my writiogs neuer called into 


— rea- 
u can 


2 you wil needs 
ts to be miniſters, be 


to be a ſacrament, 
you {hall but preſſe that which will 
2 nothing. Your reaſon 

rip de that eyther 
eee 


— very odious, and 
more impertinent vnto the matter 
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is likely to follow, A ſtrange manner 
of demonſtration, Gods ordinaunce 
muſt needs be thruſt out of the dores 
becauſe an inconuenience would be 
likely ro enſue the admittinge of it. 
The cauſe will not be thus anſwered. 
at your hands; and I am ſorie that a 
man ſo reuerende in mine eyes, hath 
dealt ſo vnſubſtantially in a matter 
belonging to the ſernice of the euer- 
liuing God : the ſlenderneſſe of the 
reaſon is apparant. In the latter ende 
of the booke I haue farther ſhewed 
the ſame; thither I am to reterre you 
and the reader. 

No I coulde well ouerpaſſe theſe 
two pointes, becauſe of them. ſelues 
ey containe nothing that I hane 
withſtoode : But in as muche as you 
haue not onely grounded them vpõ 
falſe principles, and ſuch as in no wiſe 
can be warraunted by the canon ot 
the word, bur alſo inferre vpon their 


grant, that our readers are miniſters, 


and conſequently, that it is no ſinne 
to communicate with them. I am firſt 
to {ee downe the ſtate of the queſti- 
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more impertinent vnto the matter 
in hand:it were good that the church 
were further and more ſoundly ſatiſ- 
ſied by you in theſe 2. pointes, which 
vou alone in our Churche haue pub- 
likly called in queſtion. And for mine 
owne parte, when you haue done, I 
know not who will be your aduerſa- 
rie, I ſee no reaſon hie I ſhould deal 
in controuerſies of ſo ſmal gaine. Of 
this Iam aſſuted, that neyther po- 
-Piſh prieſts, nox any other ignoraunt 
guides are miniſters. v hether the ele- 
ment adminiſtred by the, be a ſacra- 
ment or no, look you to that, which 
haue in your treatiſe debated that, 
which my writings neuer called into 
=> - n. If you wil needs. | ue rea- 
ders to be miniſters 2 


trouerſies, that are very odious, and 


* 
1 4 
* 75 

has 
* * 


9 — 
is likely to follow, A manner. 
of demonſtration, Gods ordinaunce 
mult needs be thruſt out of the dores 
becauſe an inconuenience would be 
likely ro enſue the admittinge of it. 
The cauſe will nor be thus anſwered, 
at yout hands; and I am ſorie that a 
man ſo reuerende in mine eyes, hath 
dealt ſo vnſubſtantially in a matter 
belonging to the ſeruice of the euer- 
liuing God: the ſlenderneſſe of the 
reaſon is apparant. In the latter ende 
of the booke I haue farther ſhewed 
theſame; thither I am to reterre you 
and the reader. 
No Icoulde well ouerpaſſe theſe 
20 pointes, becauſe of them. (clues 
7 containe nothing that I hane 
wichſtoode: But in as muche as you 
haue not onely grounded them vpõ 
falſe principles, and ſuch as in no wiſe 
can be warraunted by the canon of. 
the word, but alſo inferre vpon their 
grant, that our readers are miniſters, 
and conſequently , that it is no ſinne 
to communicate with them. Iam firſt 
to ſet downe the ſtate of the quelti-, 
© . cn, 


SF 
on, which in deed is and ought to be 
decided bet eene you and me con- 
cerninge the elemente adminiſtred, 
both by popiſh prieſts, and other vn- 
preaching miniſters: and ſecondly to 
examine the groundes w ou 
prooue the element alreadie dehue- 
red by them to be a ſacramente,which 
you know ] do not denie to beſo. 
and chi | Ihe queſtion therefore is not whe- 
: "> ther the one or the other of them 
point thar haue delinereda ſacrament in reſpect 
concer· of the action done; but whether a 
nethour chriſtian going vnto them for thoſe 
ot chen holy ſeales, may be aſſured, that hee 
che other. can receiue the ſame at their handes. 
; I affirme that wee can not; M. Same 


= 


raketh it graunted that we may 
warrant — of . 
there is no promiſe made to vs ther- 
in, that the action celebrated by ſuch 
men, is a ſacramentall action, and 
vyhere there is no there can 


rance ariſeth onely of fayth, whiche 
muſt be grounded ypon the promi- 
ſes ſet done in che wotd; wee haue 
"TO 5 no 


vH 


bee no aſſuraunce, becauſe our aſſu- 
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11 
no promiſe that they can deliuer vs a 
ſacrament, becauſe they are no mini- 
ſters. For they onely are enioyned by 
our Sauiour Chriſt to deliuer a ſacra- 
ment, neither do we know what hee 
can deliuer which is no miniſter, 

; So that the queſtion is now growne 

td o this iſſue, whether popilh pricltes 
[ and our ynpreachinge miniſters, bee 
miniſters or noʒ whom if I can proue 
to be none. then the matter is cleare, 
ttzaat no man going vnto them for the 
'* facrament, can alſure himſelſe there 
to haue the ſame. And this ſhall be a 
generall reaſon, equally belonginge 
Vvnto both the pointes handeled by 
you, , the particulars whereot ſhal fol- 
lovin their places. 
} That no therefure is a miniſter. 

— — be at the leaſt 
2 profe (sion, a member of the 
true Church. No popiſh priſt is by 
profeſsion a member of the true 
Church. Therfore no popiſh prieſt 
is a miniſter. 

2 Euery miniſter hath an office with 
in the bodie of the Churche. No 


TIN 2 popith 


Matth. 28. 
18.19, 


Rom.12, 4 
5.6, 


ſhe prieſt hath an office with- 
in the bodice of the Church. Ther- 
tore no popiſh prieſt is a miniſter, 
tions or firſt part of both 
theſe reaſons are ſer downe euident- 
ly and plainely by the wiſedome- of 
God, in theſe wordes. For as we haue 
many members in one bodie,and all 
members haue not one office; ſo we 
being many, are one bodie in Chriſt, 
and euerye one an others members, 
ſeeing then that we haue gittes that 
are diuers. &c. | 
The place ſheweth cleerly, that who- 
ſoeuer is not a member, is not ot the 
bodie, if not of the body, then no mi- 
niſter. Againe v hoſoeuer is no mem- 
ber, he hath no office in the bodie; if 
no office, no miniſter. Ne that ſhould 
obiect that in this place is mentea 
member ot the bodie, by election in 
the ſecret counſell of God, and not 
in the acknou/ledgemente of the 
Church byprofeſsion,would not de- 
ſerue the anſwering. Becauſe it is vo- 
cation and not election, that maketh 
ſuch a member in the church 


as may 


haue 
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13 
haue an office therein; of which fort 
the Apoſtle ſpeaketh in this place. by 


vocation, I meane that whercof che 


holy gholie ſpeaketh, where it is (aid, 
Many are called, but few are choſen: 
neither can any man denie him to be 
a member of the Churche, hich by 
outward profeſs ion ſubmitteth him- 
ſelte ynto true religion, and ſuch are 
the members, (whereot the Apoſtle 70 be 4 
ſpeaketh: namely ſuch as are mẽbers member 
in the iudgement of the Church. Iu · ſo che true 
das vas a member in the iudgement Chur 

of the Churche, though not belongs x no 
ing to election. A further proofe of tobce a 
the propoſitions you ſhall find. i. cor. true mem 
12.26.28. Hee was no prieſt in the ber of the 
olde teſtament, that was not a lee oe * 
by profeſſion; yea, and of the line of thing. 
Aaron to: and ſhall he be accaunted 

a miniſter amõg vs, that is a ſtranger 

from the profeſsion of the trueth, & 

a profeſſed Idolaterꝰ Iſhmael & Eſau, 

were circumcized, and the ſonnes ot 

thoſe fathers vnto whome the coue- 

Taunt was made; Euen I will be thy 

God, & the God of thy ſeed. They & 

1 3 their 


Matth. 2c 


10. 


| — — of both the reaſons,I deny 
POP 
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their poſterities fell from true religi- 
on: well admit that the profanatiõ of 
circumciſiõ had ſtil cõtinued in their 
houſes: yet a man ſupplying the — 
ot a pri was no prie 
in — ten thouſand times 
| circumciſion; and woulde 
neuer fo oiten, that he worſhip- 
ped after his Idolatrous maner,no o- 
ther God bur the God of his father 
Abraham, & ſware onely by the feare 
of his father Iſaak. The reaſon herof, 
is. becauſe that euery prieſt ynder the 


lav, muſt be an Iſrachte by profeſſiõ, 
that is a member of the true Church, 


neither could any of the godly aſſure 
them-ſ{clues , that an Edomitiſhe 
prieſt adminiſtred true circamcifion 
according to the ſubſtance. Now I re- 
ks 8 iſt no otherwiſe thẽ 
I would haue done of an Iſmaelitiſne 
or Edomitiſh circumciſiſer; the pro- 
fanation of that ſeal of the couenant, 
ſtill continuing in mount Seir. | 

Whereas in the aſſumption or ſe- 


prieſtes to be members of the 
Church; 


} 4 


£ „„ R 
. * WN . 


p * * * 
— . pp ES 


——— — Fa. cat. | 


80 4. 


15 

churchʒmy m is not that there 
are none of the elect, within the bo- 
die of poperie, vhom the Lorde may 
cal in his good time: For I would not 
denie this vnto Mahometiſm, or that 
there are not left in poperie certaine 
rubiſhes and ſteps of true religion, for 
this difference I make betweene the 
and other Infidels,though the Iewes 
alſo may claimthisvarochemſclues. 
But I meane that the popiſh religion 
is ſuch a religion aswhoſocuer liueth 
and dyeth in the profeſſion thereof: 
he liueth & dieth out of the Church, 
where ſaluation is not poſsibly to be 
had, for any thing that is made kno« 
wen ynto man, Whence it neceſſarily 
followeth, that in poperie there is no 


Church. It it be obiected that the pa- 


piſtes are within the couenaunt.inaſ- 
much as long ſince they profeſſed the 
trueth. Mine anſwere wil be, that po- 
pery was neuer the trueth as yet, that 
no papiſt in that he was a papiſt, euer 
profeſſed the trueth, and that God 


made no conenant with profeſſed i- 


Auti- 


dolators, as all papiſts are. 


—- 


4 
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of God; but it was ne- 
uer thet of God, ſince he plan- 
red his peſlilent chaire therein. Po- 


| —— — ſeats 


of true religion, and 

firſt w here the trueth was pro- 
feſſed. For the myſtetie of iniquitie 
firſt dwithin the Churche, & 


not elſe. where, where true 2 
flowriſhed, and not among the hea- 
then: neyther coulde he be that ad- 
verfarie, whoſe beginning ſhoulde be 
inPaganiſme.: But although poperie 
rooke roote in the ſoyle where the 
true Churche was ptanted; yet it ſo 
grew there, that it ſtill continued to 
be the ſynagogue of Sathan, & could 
neuer as yet be the Churche of God: 

how ſoeuer it hath onergrowen the 
poſſeſsion thereof. And what though 
their fathers, who nowe are papiſtes, 

were within the couenant, as proſeſ- 
ſing true religion; ſhall it therefore 
followe thattheir Idols trous ſonnes 
ſhould be fo to: If they returne the 
err hath 1 
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inc faid for thebuniice which 
— with far more ſhewe of 
reaſon pretend for themſelues — The 

taning of baptiſm among the pa- 
Liſtes can male them no more to be 
within the Churche, then the conti- 
nuance of the ation of circum- 
ciſion among the Iſhmaelirs & Edo- 


mits could keepe the co- 
nenant, And why ſhoul iſh bap- 
tiſme any more tie the des cone- 
naunt to an Ido us race, then an 
Iſhmaelitiſh or Edomitiſh cutting off 
of the foreskinne, linke him to be the 


God of thoſe adulterous generati - 
ons. Oh, but the Lorde himſelſe hath 


ſayd. In Iſaak ſhall thy feed be called, Rom. 9. 7. 


and Iaacob haue I loued and hated gen. 21.12. 
Mal. 1.2.3. 


rom g. 13. 


Eſau; vhie the ſame Lorde in reſpect 
ot his reuealed wil, for with his ſecret 
election men muſt not meddle, hath 
ſaide, the proteſſors of true religion 
do I loue, but the Idolatrous papiſts 
my ſoule abhorreth; It will be heere 
demanded whether I make no more 


accountof popilhe brgelfme hen of 
lun | an 
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at the handes of the heathen maſle» 


not — 


— Chon but 


ters, as may. appcare by 
EE — 4.5. 


—ů — 
there fore (to omit, w ities 
many of the nations within Europe 
are, that haue refuſed the light of the 
Goſpell) though; it were granted, that 
the teſt ol the popiſh rable were with 
in the couenaut; yet theſe miſerable 
hethẽ᷑ papiits, can be ſaid to be ynder 
no couenant, but that which is made 
vnto poperie and paganiſme, I hope 
M Same, howſocuer you may be per- 
ſwaded, — ey ſhauelings 
can deliuer a ſacrament, yet that you 
will doubt, whether any man coulde 
be aſſuted to receiue thoſe holy ſeals 


mongers remaining in Cuba, hiſpani- 
— or auporbertheEaltern 
' And thus muche concerning the 
allump- 


2 


— 


I 
were moſt hethniſh,& — Idols: Occcani- 


iſne cis. Decad 


M.Caluin 
_ = viſe written concerning the pop 


* 
18 : 


M4 


e — nt that 
famous andworthy men, haue other - 


ishe 


el am not to be 
ed with they 


a Lenzen . 


a reaſon r ou ne 
— rRr No minitterye is ſa- 
becauſe euery miniſterye is 
— of God, which cannot 
be turned vnto facrileage. The popiſh 
——— is ſacriledg, as you haue ſet 


dow ne, page 21. Therfore the popiſn 
— is no miniſtery, and con- 


ſequently popish prieſts are no mini · 
ſters. Vou may ſee that you haue 0+ 
uerthrown your ou ne cauſe. But this 
manner of reaſoninge, although it 
ſhould be of force againſt your ſelſe, 
inaſmuch as your ou ne wordes are 
brought to expreſſe your owne mea- 
ning, yet Iaccount inſufficient, my 
third reaſon therefore is this. 

3 They are no miniſters whoſe very 
ouerthroweth direct 
ood of our ſauior chri 


the prief 
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© priciioodof Chriſte: thertor 
they are no miniſtets. 'W 
AI know. not what can bepretended . 
againſt the propoſition, vnleſſe men 
woulde dreame of a miniſtery, wyth 
whom the prieſihood of the Lord le- 
ſus cannot ſtande. Lhe latter part of 
the reaſon is true, if it bee true that 8 
Chrilt is the onely ſacriſice for ſinne: 1 10h 1. 7 
chat he is no mote to be offred that act. 4. t. 
by once offering himſelfe, he hath 2 To 
made tull latisfaction for the ſumes Heb. _ 
ol che whole worlde,and that the pas 5 858 
piſhe prieſtes dayly acrifice to apeaſe Heb. 5.25, 
Gods wrath: tor the ſinnes ot the & 10.14.& 
quicke and che dead. „ Denen 9 
Laſtly;rhey are no miniſters who are 
made, that is, called, elected & or · 
-: dained by Idolaters. Popiſh prieſts 
— —— 
Idolators. Therefore chey are no 
D 
I opoſition appeareth in that 
err er can be — by none, but 
by ſuch as vnto whom the Lord hath 
_ leaue to deale iu nn 
ther · 
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22* * 
therwiſe the action is fruſtrate. Asif 
a company of women though religi- 
ous and godly, ſhoulde goe about to 
malte aminilter ; the action is no- 
the afſinmption that 
ipods — by Idolators, Il make 
And when did god giue 
—— leaue to make miniſters. 
Seing therefore that popilh prieſts 
are no miniſters, I ſee no ſhew of pro- 
babilitiewhereypon my fayth, or the 
_ of any can be aflured toreceiue 
me at their hands: vnleſſe 
— you, 
oe there may bee fayth where 
e; or that there is 
pra to receaue a ſacramente 
where there is no miniſter,which no 
man of any chriſtian modeſtie wil af- 
firme. Hence alſo it followeth, that 
neyther the obſtiaate crue of recu- 
ſants ia this land, who offet their chil. 
dren to be profaned by trayterous & 
runnagate leſuits, nor any els within 
the body of the Romith Babylon, can 
— themſelues that their children 


«Js My reaſons beſides that they are no 


© a PRs a a — 1 
vw GR ets »+% Ito * 9 , 
a 4 ö LA of INS * * 
— 


miniſters, are theſe, Aud 1 deſire that 
they may be examined by you, good 
M. Some; where you mult remember 
that I ſpeake not of that which hath 
bene done yeſterday, but of the aſſu - 
rance that may be had of that which 
to moro is to be done. ä 
- Where there is uo true chriſt wher- 
vnto men can bee engraffed by. bap- 
tiſme : There true baptiſme as tou- Rom. 6.3. 
— the ſubſtaunce cannot be got - gal 3. 27. 
r what baptiſme is that, hich 
is — an iagratfinge into the true 
Chriſt. 
But in popery there is no true chriſt, 
wherevnto men may be ingraſſed, be- 
cauſe he is not the true Chriſte, wha 
eyther will not, or cannot latisfie the Rom. 5. ry 
wrath of God for the ſinnes of the e- iich . | 
lest, without their mexits, and ſuch is 
eis popery and no 
other. 
-Thercfore men can not be aſſured 
to haue the ſubſtance of baptiſme in 
the popiſh Church. 


Nie man can afture himſeif to hane 
2113 the 


to de affirmed. 
But 


ſubiectes (and all others that made 


| Wy - 


the ſubſtance of baptiſme 
Churche. and that | thoſe that are 
without the r then a _ 
mẽt might be had — Churc 

which were very impious and ablurd 


popery is out of the Churche, 
and (o are all-popith prieſts. 
Therefore no man can aſſure him- 
gelt o haue the ſubſtance —— 

in popery by any popith pri 
That” _ i che at all in 
1 al popiſh prieſts are 

— the 


the former 
— this one doth further ſhewe, 
I chere de a Churche in popery, or if 
all popiſhe prieſles be not out ot the 
Churche, then thoſe magiſtrates that 
haue ſeparated themſelues and their 


this ſeperation) from the Romiſn re- 
ligion, as from that ſyn where 
ſaluation is not to be had, and conſe 
9 v here there is no Churche, 
hy x: — to ſpeake che leaſt. 
arc it is a lchiſme to; make this 

eparation from —— 


out of the 


— . a 
7 


, . 
-. 


make ſuche a ſeparation from the 
Churche, wee ought not vnleſſe wee 


thoſe magiſtrates and their people 

that made chis ſeparation, are nor 
ſchiſmatickes, becauſe in popery the 
foundation is ouerthrowen. Vou ſay 


in your booke( M. Samepage 33. that 


you could preſſe the argument ot᷑ the 
magiſtracie againſt me very far; vhe- 
ther you may or no, that ſhall be con- 
fidered when I deale with the point, 


dur this [am aflured off, that in this 


tte 


h > * 2 a ——— — — — —— 2 . 
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you ſhalbe driuen either to de- 
the abſurditye, that baptiſmeis 
to bee had out of the Churche in a 


—_— eſtraunged from Chriſte, 
which I thinke you will not doe, or 
ſo farre,asto the plaine breach 
a ſtatute (which far be it from me) 
euen in the cauſe of treaſon. Will yee 
ſay that baptiſme may be had out of 


and I haue proouedirfalſe, It is dan- fag 
a E ge- gn, 


would be accounted ſchiſmatiks. But 


_— 
: the aſſertion isabſurdp c 
or wil you hold that there ĩs a church chat bach 
in popery ? the aſſertiõ is dangerous, not Chiut f 


| 


hurch 


i 


tame. 


3 


2 y ot 


hen the phe Church: I hope rather then you 
danger, & 
not to 


preſſe the 


Gods bprine 


K. 
gerbus, becauſe it affirmeth our ma- 


giſtrates to be ſchiſmatiks, inaſmuch 
as they haue ſeperated thẽſelues fro 


will fall into eyther of theſe poinies, 
dase. will grant me the cauſe. 
jit men might be affurcd that 
— haue the true ſubſtance of 


baptiſme in pope ry, then they 3 


not to phe their children 
mega il herewerenooher 

— > — to be had. For 

ke even 10 theirks tiſme 
their it it bee 
as you M. Some atſir- 
med it to be, page 20. And they can 
wordevnto the ſacra- 


laters. M. Caluin hath written other. 


cr rar ery e , therefore againe 1 Pl. 04. 


eye therefore in popery there is 
no Church,no miniſtery, no Chriſte; 
ſeeing we ought in no caſe to be ioy- 
ned with papiſts in their religion, but 
to bee ſeparated from them, as from 
thoſe that are out of the church; and 
Juch as are become a very filthy cage 


popilh recuſants, nor any elſe, offri 
their children to bee baptizedin the 
pop ee by thoſe polluted 
| prieſts; may > the- 
ſelues that they can bee there perta- 
. true baptiſme, as touchinge 
the ſubſtance of bapriſine, 

Nowe to the examination of your 
reaſon brought to prooue that they 
which were baptized in popery, haue 
rece ined true baptiſme., Your con- 
cluſion you muſt remember, I do not 
ys though your reaſon prooueth 
: 4 not 


ede mich fagto Ido- 


and neſt ofvncleane and ſacriledgi- 
ous Idolators : therefore alſo it ne- 
ceſſarily folloueth, that nefther our 


L. Yo. E- 


"oe a * 
* 
3 


not the ſame, which is thus framed, 
CES Gods 1 
deliuer true baptiſme; — 
— d the concluſion 
from that which was done, vnto that 
whiche is done, but this ouerſight l 
omit the aſſumption you thus proue. 
| — in the name, 
not of Pope or Idols, — the holy 
Trinitie, they deliuer Gods baptiſm; 
but do baptize in the 
— y trinitie: therefore 
Your tion in this laſt f yllo- 
— falſe, and ſuch as vpon 
| ee — — 
municating with vn ng mini- 
ſters, might bee aduouched, but alſo 
Gods whole ordinaunce in the inſtj- 
tution of his holy ſacramentes quite 
— For if it were true that 
cher were no more required to make 
l baptiſme(as you here re- 
quire no more) but to baptiſe 
name of the trinitie; then theſe im- 


pious 


inthe, 


| 


inlike 


or women. I would be full dolle that 


* 
1 by 


1 That an Amalekit migh 
— — dels 


_— bee . a ſub- 
nce not aptiſme, but 
this odious inſtaunce I will not vrge. 
3 That a woman, 4 That any man 
not being a miniſter, as a child of ſiue 
yeares olde, a Turke or ewe might 
deliuer true as touching the 
ſubſtance. For theſepronouncing the 


wordes of inſtitution , might reteine 


by your reaſon, the eſſential form of 
Chriſtes ba lo to vie your 
owne wordes; they baptizing not in 
the name of Pope or of Idols; but of 
the holy trinitie, ſnould deliuer Gods 
baptiſm and not mansꝰ it Gods bap- 
tiſme, then true baptiſme I am ſure. 


manner, by this reaſon they 
ſhould be , which denic 


men to be rightly baptized by Turks 


the errors of the Katabaptiſts or A- 
aboprittes, coulde not be confured 


_ _ = 


by you withe ſounder reaſons then 
this you haue brought; and I would 
ve alſo ſorie that you ſhould defende 
ſuch abſurd cõſequents as I wil driue 
you whether you will or no, vnleſſe 
you renoke (as I hope you will) that 
I pray you. Idedleasrenerently as T 
may with you, retaining the maieſtie 
of bn ex bong and Ideale not 
a t againſt an erroneous 
— I now teaue; defiring | 
you very earneſtly , that you wonlde . 
confider how vnreuereatly the ordi- | 
nance of God in the holy ſacraments 
is dealt with when the is made 


to „ eee of 
a bow lab without any conſide 
ration eyther of the perſon who is 
ro adminiſter , ot of the ſubſtantial 
forme of conſecration contained ia 
the expoſition of the holy inſtiruti- 
on of baptiſme, and the inuocation 
of the name of God, al which are ne- 
ceſlarily required in the adminiſtra. 
tion of baptiſme, and could not poſ- 
ſibly de in Egypt, where all was and 
2 is 


46 1 


? ern 
* 
3 r 
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ig rout darkneſſe of 4 
ith 3; | g. though 


laltie, is a begging of the queſtion, 
ek I haue ſhewed, popiſh pricſh 
haue no calling at all in che Church, 
and therefore how can they ſit in the 
chaire of the miniſterie? Is there 4 
miniſtery out of the Church,Caiphas 
his prieſthood commeth afterwarde 
to bee conſidered of. The ſeconde 
point is to be handled next. 
That vnpreaching miniſters ar e no mini 
They are af — ada 
ſters, not becauſe they are euill mini- 
ſters, but becauſe their miniſterye is 
an euill and profane mininiſtery: So 
that in this pointe the faulte is not 
found with the cail miniſter, but with 
theeuill miniſtery. Their miniſteryis 
profane and cuill, becauſe there is no 
mention made of it in the word, And 
a mini not mentioned in the 
| worde isno mini but a profane 
— — on. For wal Lorde Far wort 
preſſely ſer downe. euerye miniſterie 
of che new teſtament , that ſhould be 
141 m 
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rallanddoRorall function known in 
the Church, though there neuer had 
bene anye preacher therein. Other - 
wile, howe can their minilterye bee a 
preaching miniſtery, or their functi- 
on bee a function, whereas 
the ſame 8 — the 8 no 
preachi or paſtorall fun- 
ion bee knownethere? But no 
Churche, much leſſe a mia iſtery had 
there bene know ne, if there neuer 
had bene any that coulde haue prea- 
ched; becauſe God ordained the 
ſaints and ſo a Churche, onely to be 
gathered together by preaching or- 
dinarily, but not by the miniſtery of 
readers, becanſe it might haue bene 
in the world, and yet no ſaint gathe- 
red thereby; which thing experience 
in our Churche prooucth to bee to 
true. | 

My 2.and 3 reaſons are drawn out 
of theſe words of Paule, Rom. 12. 6. 

7:8. Seeing then thatwee haue giftes 

that are diuers, acording to the grace 
that is giuen vnto vs; whether wes 
laue propheſie, ler 7 propheſie, ac- 

* $3521 COr- 
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| N | 
cotding to the proportion of fayth 
or an office, let rs on the otfice; 
or hee that teacheth on teaching, or 
he that echorteth on exhorting, &c. 
the 2. reaſon is thus concluded. 
— — 
e, and ſoa lor doctorall 
function, he hath receined propheſie 
ſpoken of in this place, verſe 6. Be- 
cauſe euery paſtoral or doctorall fun- 
ction, mencioned in the 7. & 8. verſe, 
vader theſe words: he that teacheth, 
hee that exhorteth; are contained 
vnder the word propheſie,yerſe 6. In- 
ſomuch as he that hath not received 
that propheſie there ſet down, her- 
by is ment the interpretation of the 
worde; he hath not receiued the pa- 
_— —— funct:on ſer down 
verſ. 7.8. But vnpreaching miniſters 
haue not iba prophetic ſpo- 
ken of in this place, Which is expreſly 
ſet dow ne, verſe6. to bee one of the 
diuers gifts beſtowed for the gouer- 
met of the body,which is the church. 
Therefore alſo, they haue receiued 
neither a paſtorall nor a * 
_ 3 | n- 


ee, DH: 


3 No miniſtery is ſeperated from 
a gift, ſe propheſie ſpoken of in 
this 6;verſe; vnder which as we ſee, e- 
uery paſtorall and doctorall miniſte- 
ry is contayned, can not bee ſeuered 
trom a gift: but the miniſtery ot our 
readers is ſeuered in them from a 
gyft: therefore in them it is no mini- 
| itcry - $ 
It is no miniſterye in them I ſay, al- 
though that miniſters, the generall 
name whereof they haue, is not ſe- 
uered from a giſt in preaching mini- 
fers: but what is that to them? hat 
is the miniſterye of other men vnto 
them ? they are not miniſters, by the 
miniſtery where with other men axe 
endued, but by their own,which be- 
ing ſeuered from a gifte, is no mini- 
ſtery. Paul had bene no Apoſtle, and 
had teceiued no Apoſtleſhip, vnleſſe 
he coulde haue ſayde, I am a miniſter 
according vnto the grace giuen vnto 
me, Ephe.3. 7. and not according to 
the grace giuen vnto other _— 

ny - c 


n may our readers claime 
vnto them- 
ce miniſtery which they 


r in them with 
out a gilte, though it be not ſo in o- 
1 eee 
vn ng miniſter ſin- 
— 7. in = Sex the works of a pa- 
Noral function,as the ſacraments.&c 
therefore he hath no miniſtery ; and 
ſo nyether a paſtorall nor docrorall 
function. Nee hath no miniſtery, be- 
cauſe his calling is not the calling of 
the miniſtery, his callinge is not the 
calling of t he miniſterye,becauſe hee 
ſinaeth in intermedlinge withe the 
workes thereof, And this is an infal- 
lible trueth, that no man ſinneth be- 
cauſe he dealeth with the workes of 
his calling. For this is the duety that 
God requireth at the hands ot euery 
man. Manye ſinne in deede becauſe 
* , they 


i i 


they walk corruptlyin theireallings, 
ES. 


cacao ner 


—— —— 
hypocrits in the ot I 

e 

y did the fame 


ſinned not becauſe they 
ir hypocriſie 


fice, A becanſe 
ypocrifie, 

they ought to haue lefte, but not his 
ſeruice in ſacrificing according tohis 
commaundement; bur our readers 
though they ſhouldwith as little cor- 
ruption, and as great zeale to Gods 
glory and the good of his Churche 
as any men, deale in the workes of a 
paſtoralminiſtery,yet they ſhould ſtil 
do that which the Lord re 
den them to doe, whence it ap 
reth, that the works of the m 
are not the works of their caling. Fot 
God forbiddeth no man to deale 
therewith , & not the being wor kes 
of their calling they are no miniſters, 
and haue neyther paſtorall nor doc: 
 torallfunction. 

5 This is farther ſhewed, foraſmuch 
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astheLorde doeth not commit vnto 
bare reders the charge of thoſe ſouls, 
ouer whom they are, which hedoth 
yato cueryc one that hatha paſtorall 
function, Acts. 20. 26.28. , theſ. 5.12 
Heb. 13. 17. For to what ende elſe, 
_ he commit a miniſterye voto 
ye, who haue ſoules vnder their 
che The Church indeed may co- 
fouls ot men vnto reders, but 
certainly the Lord commirteth none 
Karr de And he is no miniſter, vn- 
to whom the Lorde doth not comue 
this charge,as the places before quo- 
ted doſhew,For the Lord hath in his 
word, ordained not onely offices,the 
executors whereof ſhoulde haue the 
2 ot ſoules, but alſo the per. 
ſons who were to execute thoſe fun- 
ctions. 1. Cor. 12. 28. i. Pet. 3. 1o.rom 
12.6.7. 8. Epheſ. 4.7.11. Now — 
ching miniſters are non of thoſe 
ſons,becauſe the Lorde knoweth the 
not to bee able to feede ſoules. And 
let not men bee ſo iniurious vnto 
the Lorde, asto affirme, thathee ac- 
contig vnto his reuealed _— 
or 


— (for therof I ſpeke as ofa mini * 
not of his ſecret — 
| _— from ſaluation, As hee muſt 
athed them vnto thoſe men, the 
iſpenſation of whoſe miniſtery is a- 
co t none, feede none, ſaue 
cc pe muſt vnderſtande againe, 


that I ſpeake of the miniſtery where- 
by readers are miniſters”, that is of 
theirowne , and not of the miniſtery 
vhereby preaching miniſters are mi- 
niſters, where with readers haue no- 
ching to doe. 2 

Moreouer howe can the Lorde bee 
faide to commit the charge of ſoules 
according to hisowne reuealed or- 


Fauereceiued no abilicic from him. 
Isman to bee aunſwerable vnto 3 


of that tallent. which hee neuer be- 


whereof 
complaine 


doth be laye thatvpon any, 
bee — juſte cauſe to 
— did hee impoſe a 


What then ? ſhall ignoraunt mimi - 
ſters be free from the blood of ſouls, 
in aſmuch as the lord neuer cõmitted 
any ſoule vnto their ,-It were 
well with thẽ poore men, if the caſe 
ſo ſtood. But alas ĩt is not ſo, And yet 
the cauſe of their deſtruction procee- 
in the di ol that vocation 
whiche hee hath allotted vnto them, 
but it commeth iuſtly vpon them, in 


that they haue deſperatly thruſt thẽ- 


ſelues contrary vnto Gods * 
3 W 


. 2 * 
1 
1 
1 . 
will, 


4r | 
ypon thoſe men iti the ouet · 
ſightof whoſe ſoules God neuct tru- 
ſed ſuch as they are. The Lord ſayth 

vnto them, intrude yout ſelues and 
you will, vnto the places of paſtors, 
and ſo enforce me to bring heauy & 
fwift damnation vpon you: but ſure · 
ly I wil bequeath no ſoule vento your 
cuſtodye. They on the other (ide in 
their practiſe fay,Lord whether thou 
committeſt vnto vs any charge of a+ 
ny — aabebog but ra- 
ther then wee ſhoulde not haue the 
meanesto liue in this life, (for this is 


== ly ſcope in continuinge in 
what = thou wilce at our 
hands. — — men, they ſell 


them-ſelues , body and ſoule vnto e- 
ucrlaſting woand deſtruction. 


garen er chat the Lord com- 


of ſoules vnto 


9 


* 


require the blood of 


Act. 20.28. 


42 
tetk not the charge of ſoules there, 
where the puniſhement of their de- 
ſtruction cannot take holde, as it can 
not vpon the miniſtery: 2 che mini- 
ſtry is but a dead thing of it ſelt;moſt 
beautifull in deed, as being an ordi- 
nance of the Lorde, but able to ſane 
none, vnleſſe it be committed vnto a 
ſon who in the execution therof, 
is able to ſhew himſelſ to be appoin- 
ted of God for that glorious worke, 
— ht Epheſ. 4. where the A- 


86 * 7. hauing ſpoken 
Ns giftes beſtowed vpon men for 
this rw ran ec iberh verſ. 


11. ia, the gath together of the 
ſayntes, not — 4 whe — or fun- 
ctions, but vnto men endued with 
the ſa de giftes. For he doth not ſay 
that the Lord hath appointed for the 
gathering together of the ſaynts, an 
apoſtleſhipp , a paſtorall or doctorall 
function, dc. but that he ordained a- 
poſtles, paſtors, &c. ſorx that end and 
purpoſe; whereunto becauſe our rea- 


ders were not appoynred, irforcibly 


enſueth tharthey haue no miniſter, 


43 
rall or doctoral! function, 
— o ate no miniſtets: which con- 
cluſiõ alſo in the laſt edition of mine 
Exhortation vnto my countrimen, I 
haue entorced by manye ſtrong and 
as I am aſſured inuincible reaſons, 
draw ne out of the infallible trueth of 
Gods worde. I woulde intreate yon 
M. Some, when you haue anſwered the 
reaſons I haue nowe ſet downe to 
anſwere alſo, the 1. 2.3. and 25. rea- 
ſon that I haue there vied. For you 
ſhall but ſtriue in vayne againſt the 
concluſion, as long as the premiſes 
whereby it is inferred remaine firme. 
If the reader woulde be further ſatiſ- 
hed in this poynte concerning the 
dumbe miniſtery, he is to be reterred 
vnto that which in the aforeſaid teca- 
tiſe I haue ſer down. 

Nowe to the concluſion, If vnprea- 
ching miniſters be no miniſters, and 
if I cannot be aſſured to receine a ſa- 
crament, but onely at the hands of a 
miniſter; both which you ſee M. Same 
to be prooued by me, then cannot 


I allurt my ſelfe, that an vnpreaching 
mini- 


* 
miniſter can deliver a ſacrament vn- 
to me: and therefore it is vnlaw full 
for me —— chriſtian to go vnto an 
vn hing miniſter for the ſacra- 
ments; it vnlaw full, then a ſinne, if a 
ſin, thẽ the godly are polluted which 
goe vnto them tor the facramentes: 
you know M. Same) v hat Imeane by 
an vn g miniſter; namely, e- 
uery one learned or vnlearned, that 
cannot ſhewe him - ſelſe by the good 
trial of his gifts, to haue that ſitnes to 
teach,whereof we read. a. tim. 2. 2.1. 
tim. 3. 3. vhich ability the Lord doth 
not ordinarily beſtowe vpon any in 

me ome , withoutthe know- 

ge artes,eſpecially the two 
handmaydes of all — Rhe- 
thoricke andLogick, and th two o- 
riginall tongues wherein the worde 
was written. And therefore Iam as 
farre from accounting the ynskilfull 
bead, hes which ſpeake hand ouer- 
— care —— againſte 
laint is very iuſt to 
| — as Iam from acknow- 


Jedging manyofour ogg 


, *\, 


' 45 

J. to be apt to teach, ho can brin 
thing into the pulpit, but that which 
other men haue written, and that ve» 
- <5 29mg fir to the purpoſe, ot edi- 
ion, as the reaſon from the cot. 

ner to the ſtaffe, is ſoundly conclu- 
ded. In theſe three ſortes of ſuppoſed 
miniſters (and there could be a fourth 
added vnto them) conſiſteth the woe 

ofour Church. 

I ze reſt of your booke is nowe to 
be examined, Your concluſion, page 
22. that they which were baptized by 
vnpreching miniſters,are rightly bap 
tized as touching the ſabſtaunce of 
baptiſme; I do not gainſay. Yourrea- 
ſons are weake. For how coulde wee 
proye your concluſion, if men (ſhould 
denie popiſh baptiſm to be true bap- 
tiſm, as I do not you know & he ſhuld 
do me great iniutie, vhich would lay 
that to my charge. Were it ſufficient 
for y toſſay they were Katabaptiſtes 
which hich denie popiſhe bapriſme? How 
could this be proued?and this ſhould 


Hot e the matter doubted off. 
Shall woe faye thar they finne, i0not 
221 


pre- 


) 


o 


= = 


N 


* 


preſenting themſelues to be bapti- «+ 


red. To whome ſhoulde they t 
themſelues?ꝰ who would baptize th 
Admir they ſinned in receauing the 
Lords Supper before they were bap- 
tized, ſhould they therefore bee be- 
reaued of the comfort of baptiſme? 
to alſirme that this weare a goinge 
backward, is no reaſon, becauſe they 
were perſwaded that they had bap- 
tiline;otherwiſe they would not haue 
beene ſo farx on their iourney, vntill 
they had beene accompanied there- 
with. But they omitted baptiſme of 
ign and not of coutemt: ther- 

_ denie the receiuing of the 
Lordes ſupper to haue bene a ſinne, 
anye more then it woulde be a ſinne 
in them nowe to receiue the Lordes 
ſupper, if they coulde not haue bap- 
tiſme, Baptiſme they woulde haue, if 
they coulde ordetlye come by the 
ſame. Becauſe men will bee ſo iniuri- 
ous vnto them, as to denie them the 
comfort of baptiſme which they can- 
not haue, ſnould they denie to them - 


ſelues the comfort of the Lords ſup- 
| 5er 


; 


per which they may haue Ve, but no 
'F* vacircumciſed might eate the paſcall 
lambe.Exod. 12.48. True; But chat 
ſhall we ſay vnto thoſe that werevn«; 
circumciſed in the wilderneſle fortie 
yeres almoſt. Ioſh. 5. 5. Did they ne- 
uer eate the paſleouer all that time? 
If they did, the place of Exodus will 
be quickly anſwered. It is plaine that 
the paſſeouer was celebrated in the 
wildernes once at the leaſt. Nom.. r, 
If cuery yeare, why (hould the godly. 
of the family be excluded from the 
family be excluded from the action : 
the cauſe why they were vncircum- 
ciſed not being in them. None vncir- 
cumciſed might miniſter before the 
altar. True, but did non of the Leuits 
that were borne in the wilderneſſe 
teach Iaacob the law, or offer the in- 
cenſe of his God in all thoſe fourtye 
yeares? * 8 
Thus many thinges you ſee might 
be obiected againſt your reaſons, &æ 
I take the obiections to bee of ſame. 
waight, It had bin well you had con- 
ſidered of them before you had wo 


the element, therfore fiye you they 
deliver a ſacrament: you — once 
already alledged this to proone po- 
ich baptilme, page 20. I haue anſwe- 
red it page 201. And the place of 
Matth. ig. brought in by you page 
23.-proueth your conſequent to bee 
falle. For it ſhewerh that he who is to 
baptiſe, muſt bee alſo able to teache, 
which abilitie ĩs wanting in our rea- 
ders. Go ſayth our Saniour, and teach 
all nations, baptizing. c. Therefore 
if he that deliuereth the element bee 
not able to teach; we cannot be aſſu- 
red that it is afacramenr. Becauſe the 
commandement is not to 
all that could pronounce the wordes 
| mit- 
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that can teache, vnleſſe you will ſaye, 
that the Lorde biddeth thẽ go teach, 
who cannot teach whiche were, not 
once to be conceiued of his maieſtie. 
The.corruptio in the Church of Eng · 
land, that the deliuery of the element 
ſhold be ſeuered from the preaching 
of the word, is a breach of Gods or- 
dinance, you N rh 
act. 20.7. an vngodly 
5 incollerable Whether it mak the 
action fruſtrate or no, that is not the 
queſtion, 
Lour 3. reaſon 


difying word vnto the element, ther- 
ſore it is a ſacramente. This reaſon is 

the ſame with the former, which ſne- 
naked nes and 


nes of ie which 


; 
; 
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of Chriſts Sermon that is, the worde: 
of inſtitution is an ediſying worde is 
talſe, and maintaineth charming. For 
do you thinke that the worde ot in- 
ſtitution, being as you ſay, the ſumm 
of Chriſtes Sermon, is then an ediſy- 
iog word, vhenſoeuer it is recited by 
a profane perſon, euen in the profa- 
nation of Gods ordinance? Locke 2. 
tim. 4. 3. and you ſhall finde that the 
worde 3 A to no other 
purpoſe to odiſie by reading, is 
not wholeſome doctrine. The . 

eyther without or, within the 
oo ke, pronounceth in his darke La- 
— ſumm of ned . 
that an ediſying word, which he pro- 
fancly breatheth, The worde of God 
vttered,is not an edifying worde, vn- 
les it be vttered according to the or- 
dinance, both in rega 


51 


er pronounced by an ignorant man, 
in a ſtrange tongue , or profaned by 
a witch, is an editying word. ; 

Concerning your conſequent, doe 
you thinke that euerye one that can 
ad an edifying word vnto the elemẽt, 
may miniſter a (acrament ? it is not 
ſo. For Paul requireth the words of e- 
uerychriſtian(wemen & al) to be edi- 
fying wordes, Eph. 449. euen in com 
mon talk. Shal therefore the element 
adminiſtred by euerye chriſtian be a 
{acrament? God forbid. And yet eue- 
chriſtian can ad the ſum of Chriſts 
ermon vnto the element in the ad- 
miniſtration of the ſupper; which if 
it were ſufficient, as by your reaſon 
it is, then wemen, children, & c. idiots 
that coulde not read might deliuer a 
be reaſon concluding vnpreach- 
ing miniſters to be non, becauſe they 
are not apt to teache, you haue twiſe 


repeated within one twelue lines. pag 


24-25. and made two ſeuerall obiecti- 


ons thereof. That was an oncright 
LE 2 | the 


5" 


ee of — 
haue ſnewed ro be ſuche, as Caiphas 
— — a6, will 

25 ne- 
a eden 
with the reaſon from the outwarde 
calling of readers, pag. I referre to 
your next chapter, here they are re- 
peated : t nowe I am come, 
where the contradictorie ofthe que- 
{tion (hall be ſer downe and 
briefly; becauſe — nullitie of —_ 
preaching miniſtery, may be in ſteede 
of a 1000:reaſons to — the ſame. 
———— I doubt not, you meane 


© The godly do ſaur, b/hich do communicate 
with unprraching miniſters, © © 

Becauſe 1. they communicate with 
thoſe who are no miniſters, 2. they 
cannot be aſſured to receine a ſacra- 
ment at their hands. 3 do not 
examine them · ſelues aright, and ſo 
are not worthy receiuers, 1. Cor. 11. 
2g. inaſmuch as they do not ackuow - 
ledg it a ſinne to communicat where 
9 4. OY 

eit 


e - -crament naturallyin it ſelfe, and nor 
dy the ordinance of God, or els think 
the ordinance ot God in the inſtitu- 
tion of the ſacrament onely to con- 
ſiſt in the recitall of the wordsʒl bap- 
tixe thee, dc. or tale eate, & c, cheras 
a miniſter isa moſt principall part of 
the ordinance. 5 Becauſe they make 
the ſacraments to be marks no more 
eſlentiall vnto the Church, then too- 
ther idolatrous ſynagogues. For the 
element may be deliuered out ot the 
Church by a publike perſon, euen as 
ſubſtantially, as by our mere readers. 
They approone the fin of the vn- 
preaching miniſtery. Laſtly, becauſe 
they are perſwaded, that Chriſt doth 
iuer vnto them the ſcales of their 
ſaluation, by the hands of thoſe that 
are not miniſters; to wit, by vnprea - 
ching readers In al which points, the 
godly ſinne, and therefore ate pollu- 
ted in communicating with vnprea- 
ching miniſters, Nowe let vs ſee howe 
you haue proued the contra). 
Where the reader mult againe be 
Nee put ' 
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Meth — Lapel 
raunted v du: 142 
"The miner ignorance > you, 
page 28. cannot peruert ordi- 
— page — 
re. ove, 11,2hv for the ig 
— miniſter, &c. All chi I 
grant. but bare readers are not mini- 
ters, and the doubt is whether the 
action p 3 
rens 
eramẽt. Theſe be the queſtions which 
e 
en thẽ as principles, though 
iure 


ou do this: the 3 and 4 time, pag 


28. the worthy per 
1 telngitableſng 
no pollution. 7 
Jolm Penri, firſt it is doubted whe- 
therwe may be aſſured that it is a ſa- 
crament;; 2 he is no worthye recei 
ver that receiueth of an Idoll mini- 
ſter: 3 there may be a bleſking recei- 
ned 9 Wr 
Loo 


uer mine: I coulde turne it 
you, but I muſt be briefe. 


Concerning the nullity of our rea- 


ders miniſtery , we are to knowe that 
there is a nullitie of aminiſterye be- 
fore God; eyther becauſe the action 


edech from a corrupt miniſter, 


as plalm.s 0.15.whom God would not 
haue to deale with his ordinances, or 
froma corrupt and euill miniſterye, 
which is none of Gods ordinaunce, 
The action of the former is ſubſtan- 
tiall in regardof vs, of the latter wee 
know no ſubſtance it can hane.Ofthe 
former there is a nullitie onely in the 
fight of God; of the latter, both in re- 
ſj 

— of our readers miniſtery is of 
this latter ſorte, namely ſuche as we 


ought in no wile to account a mini- . 


ſtery. Whereas therefore you graunt 
'thar there is aqulity of our readers 
ry before God. and yet affirm 
miniſters , you ſwarue fro 


the 


The obiection concerning the giner 
& the receiuer, in your 3 i. pa. was ne. 


of the Lorde and alſo of vs. The 


> ou > So 
9 


ikiters: er 
at had = 


er want, therfore 
0 8 miniſters, neither in re- 
ac ſpect ofthe Lord, nor ofthe Church. 
8 Shemaiab was a wicked man, and 2 
13. J. lere. reel et, fo wete the reſt of his 
29-25. e Lord dereſted both the & 


hania & Caiphas 
rs with! 


as any ofthe falſe — 2 


— vip palm eee battheir 
miniſter, * miniſterywas his ordinance. | 


monies, Their wants 


e inſufficiency of our 
aw nr — were as inſuthcient 


3 might be allow» 


Adr. a6. Chrom 23. S bereaued them thereoß 


a 38 
— 436 wheras the dour 
whether they were the ſonnes of A- 
aron.-Ezra;2.63-and their idolatry, 2. 


4 the example of Paule confirmeth 
this, 'who.-commnnicated ſince his 
conuerſion with thoſe priſts that wer 
as vnlearned as euet anye : vhiche he 
woplde not haue done ii inability to 
them no prieſts. 
— — 
ti 

— beeforcible For your 
Ynprechiag miniſters, yon muſt proue 
chat either our readers miniſtery is a 
Leuiticall miniſtery. that ihe continu- 
po rr — — pairs, 
or corrupt aprobation, 
for — beſt outwarde cal- 
——— h8 winiſero.a 
m 545 

was the ordinaunce of God to make 
the ſons pf Aaron ſacrificing at Ieru- 
ſalem to be prieſts. Now, $154 
| 29 . | 
a or 
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For ſe all men and wemen, without 


- 


or within the Church might be capa« 
dle of the miniftery, becauſe all may 
be capable of this outward alowficez 
2 and perrticularly a man, not furni- 
ſhed witty naturall capacity; 3 a man 
that could not read, though he wan- 
ted alſo the gift of interpretation;for 
ſuche a one might recite the liturgie 
without the booke, 4 the Churche 
might make a man miniſter againſt 
his will, h he ſhould neuer con- 
ſent thervnto. And this is the willing 
nes that I meane, when I ſay that the 
in ward caling is contained in the ſuf· 
ficiency of gits, & willingnes to pra- 
ctize, which willingnes I gather vpon 
the wordes, Epith) mes and oregetas,v- 
ſed of the Apoſtle. Your reaſon ther- 
fore from the malicious Philippian 
miniſters, toucheth not the queſtion. 
Thus Caiphas with his crue of vn- 

worthye and monſtrous prieſts (e ho 

within a fewe pages, in your booke 

haue impudently ſo often troubled 

the reader) is anſwered, And I thinke 


it a great 1udgment of God that the 
15 orna- 


t. Tim. 3. r. 


70 Lederer of whole 
magiſtracie thert is a nullitye before 
—— — 

— ut nat to bee accounted 
ates. I. P. ou demand what I 


rely my 
„ chat it i is altogether 
and ——ů— it 
ifyou ſaid, he of whoſe 
— before God. 


Res beadured — & to 
haue a nullitie of fayth before God, 
cannot ſtand together. No more can 
the outward calling of the magiſtra- 
ey ſtand wirh the nullity thereof. Fot 
the —— maketh a ſub- 
ſtantiall magiſirate. 


. Seeber 


1 — — — euill 
BO" 


magi- 


naunce of God ſubſtantially at the 
handes of an euill magiſtrate, which: 
concerneth them to haue from him. 
ſo can they not ot a bare reader; For 
there is no man that can aſſure him- 
ſelfe to be pertaker of a ſubſtantiall 
ſacrament, at 3 
preache they cannot. I haue handled 
this poynte of the magiſtracie in my 
former booke, from page 47. to 5 1. 

But M. Same, where is that reaſon 
which you could ſo far ?is this 
it? chey of whoſe magiſtracie there is 
a nullity before God, ought not to 
be accounted magiſtrates, I {ay your 
propoſition is true, aſſume whatyon 
wil,you know what maner of nullty 
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outwar d calling: 


becauſa it is a ſinne to communicate 
with them, whiche onely want the 
ſame hauing ſitnes to teache, is ſuch. 
2 I can not but maruell that you 
would thinkeit could bee anſwered: 
bya deſiring of the queſtion, which is 
afault in reaſoninge, wherein be like 
tz you ſay a 


you ſeeme to take deli 


gaine, that readers deliuer a ſacra - 
ment. Ho can we be ſure thereof, & 
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luer a ſacrament, though he haue no 


outwardè calling, whiche aſſertion 
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uatly by a miniſter or any w 
that is no miniſter. I neuer affirmed, 
the elements deliuered by readers to 
be ſacraments; It is one thing not to 
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them to be ſacraments; the former 
haue written, the latter I neuer did;8 
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as well, chat a man 


giftes to teach, doth de- 
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the pointes in your booke that con- 
cerned me, I have beene driuen to 
deale briefly therein. I had determi- 
ned, and I am inforced to ende, and 
to omit that, v hich page line 11. 
promiſed to handle in the latter end, 
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libertie for printing that you M. San 
— i dome beithonacie fone 
to bee iudicially heard according to 
the word, and I will perſonally pon 
the perill of my li theſe two 
points againſt all men.I am ſory that 
you whom Ireuerence, ſhould be the 
inſtrument to oppugne a trueth. 
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